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PER CURI AM

A ufunsho E. Oshunleti appeals from the judgnent of the
district court convicting hi mupon his guilty plea of conspiring to
commt bank fraud and uttering forged or counterfeited securities
inviolation of 18 U.S.C. 88 2, 371, 513, 1344 (2000). Gshunleti
clainms that district court abused its discretion by denying his
notion for a continuance nmade on the norning of trial in order that
he be allowed to obtain new counsel. Qur review of the record
di scl oses that Oshunleti failed to denponstrate good cause for the
cont i nuance. H's notion was untinely. Moreover, he failed to
denonstrate a conflict so great as to create a total |ack of
comuni cati on between hi nsel f and def ense counsel. Accordingly, we
conclude that the district court did not abuse its discretion in

denying Gshunleti’s notion for a continuance. See United States v.

Mul len, 32 F.3d 891, 895 (4th Cr. 1994). W affirmhis convictions
and sentence. W dispense with oral argunment because the facts and
| egal contentions are adequately presented in the materi als before

the court and argunment woul d not aid the decisional process.
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